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PREFACE. 



Every devout Catholic Christian must sincerely wel- 
come all attempts to draw the Anglican Communion 
and the rest of the Catholic Church, and, above all, 
the rest of the Western Church, more closely together. 
Such an attempt is made in this work. The writer’s 
name is a sufficient guarantee for sound and wide 
theological knowledge and a truly religious, as 
distinguished from a controversial, temper. 

Without making himself responsible for all the 
statements or arguments of this work, the present 
writer can still feel confidence in its usefulness and 
soundness. It has been impossible for him, for 
many reasons, to read the book even in proof ; but 
the scheme and main line of thought on which it is 
founded have been placed before him by the kind- 
ness of the author, and he has been more than willing 
to fall in with the author’s wish, and to recommend 
it to the study of devout and thoughtful persons both 
in the Anglican Communion, and in other parts of the 
Catholic Church. 

At the present time, it appears to be of the highest 
importance that devout persons among us should have 
a more clear view of the position of our Blessed Lady 
vii 
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in the scheme of Redemption. We live in an age of 
eager debate on all the mysteries of Religion. Sound 
theology (as well as sound methods of Worship) is 
too often replaced by individual “ fads ” and fancies. 
The great liberty of our times, both in Church and 
State, often degenerates into licence ; a neo-Protes- 
tantism, thinly veiled by some Catholic phraseology, 
submits everything — the most sacred — to individual 
private judgment, regardless of the duty of endeav- 
ouring to ascertain the mind of the Catholic Church. 
The fundamental doctrine of the Incarnation is dis- 
cussed and handled in this way with dangerous free- 
dom, and the results in many minds are disastrous. 
Two thoughts above all help to maintain a true faith 
as to this mighty mystery in the soul of a Christian — 
viz. a right belief in the Real Presence in the Blessed 
Sacrament, and a right belief in the position of Blessed 
Mary, Mother of God. It is this latter doctrine which 
the writer of the following work endeavours to make 
clear. Hence its value. 

But more : this is not undertaken controversially, 
but in the spirit of Peace, as an Eirenicon, and as a 
help towards reunion. 

The ferocities of the Reformation period nre past. 
Even the violences of modem Protestantism are, we 
may hope, for serious minds, abated. It must be 
right to try to know and do God’s Will. It must be 
right for Christians, though separated on some points, 
at least to try to understand one another. All who 
hold the Catholic Faith believe and know that the 



Digitized by v^ooQle 




preface. « 

Eternal Word took Human Nature upon Him, and 
Willed to be bom as man of a Virgin Mother. This 
being so, that Mother, by God’s Will, must hold a 
position of unique pre-eminence, and so the Whole 
Church has decreed. 

If the Roman Church has, in unauthorised devo- 
tions, appeared to exaggerate her prerogatives, the 
Anglican Church has greatly failed in a proper recog- 
nition of them. Each part of the Church has suffered i 
from the mistakes of each. It is certainly a Christian 
duty to endeavour to remove the misunderstand- 
ings which have arisen from the great quarrel in the 
Catholic Family. It is certainly well that men should 
understand that Invocation, in the sense condemned 
by the Anglican Article, is so condemned by the rest 
of Catholic Christendom, and that in the sense in 
which the rest of the Catholic Church use it, we, Angli- 
cans, have a right to use it also. It is well that men 
should calmly consider the doctrine of the Immacu- 
late Conception, of the Assumption, of the state of 
the Church Triumphant, and should learn — in a calm 
temper of Christian forbearance — to see the true 
meaning of such Truths, instead of ferociously 
denouncing mere travesties of them. 

Unbelief, and Half-belief, and Agnosticism, and 
Indifferent ism are injuring true Religion and becloud- 
ing the life of souls. It is well, then, to endeavour to 
draw the Catholic Family together, to clear away the 
dust of ages of controversy, to remove misunderstand- 
ings, to try to exhibit important Truths in their due 
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proportions and so to help towards the Reunion and 
Peace for which our Lord Himself prayed. 

It is the merit of this book — so far as the present 
writer is able to grasp its teachings — that it “ makes 
for peace ” in that important department of theology 
which has to do with the position and prerogatives of 
her whom the Anglican Church, together with the rest 
of Catholic Christendom, speaks of as “ Our Lady,” 
and whom Holy Scripture declares that “ all genera- 
tions ” are to designate as “ Blessed.” 

“ Blessed are the peacemakers.” 

W. J. KNOX LITTLE. 

The College, Worcester. 

In Fest. Annun. B.V.M March 25, 1905. 
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PREFATORY NOTE. 



The author of an active or constructive eirenicon offers 
himself voluntarily as a target for the slings and arrows 
of hostile criticism from all quarters of the Church's 
broken unity. He attempts to find an answer to the 
perplexing practical question, How should Christians 
unite ? The aim of a passive eirenicon is more humble 
and modest. It attempts to answer the question. Why 
should Christians remain divided ? Is it impossible to 
explain our differences in a spirit of mutual forbearance 
and charity ? A great many persons are ready to make 
concessions in order to unite with the various Protestant 
sects, who have, so far, shown by their attitude that they 
do not consider the corporate reunion of Christendom a 
thing in itself desirable. When Count Le Maistre said 
that one of the advantages of the Church of England 
was that “ she could touch those whom we cannot touch," 
he was seriously out of his reckoning with regard to 
present-day facts in England. 

The reception both in England and America of the 
project of reunion known as “ the Lambeth Quadri- 
lateral " has not been encouraging. Its retention of “ the 
Historic Episcopate " is an insuperable bar to its reception 
by Protestant bodies, whose history begins with Luther 
and Calvin, and whose fundamental conception of the 
xi 
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Christian Ministry involves the denial of the “Sacer- 
dotium,” and, as its consequence, the denial of Apostolic 
Episcopacy. 

On the other hand, the Church of England, and its 
daughter Churches, which together compose the Anglican 
Communion, hold the Faith of the (Ecumenical Councils 
as expressed in the Creeds, which the various Protestant 
bodies do not eo nomine accept. It would be strange 
indeed if Anglicans did not seek for reunion with the 
Holy See, and with the historic Christianity of the East, 
with the same readiness to examine points of difference 
which have grown up during the last three hundred years, 
and the same candour, with which approaches have been 
made to the Protestant sects. Any other attitude would 
traverse the spirit of our Blessed Lord's prayer, “ ut 
omnes unum sint ." 

It is in this spirit that I have written the following pages 
dealing with one great cause of our unhappy divisions. 
I believe that an eirenicon is possible upon this, and 
upon many other points which have caused bitter and 
envenomed controversy. I believe that loyal Anglicans 
can be in accord with the teaching of the majority of 
Christians in the world upon the subject of the honour 
due to the Blessed Virgin and the Saints “ in patria ” 
and our relations with them in the “ Communion of 
Saints," without any loss of whatever distinct witness 
God may have intended us to afford to certain special 
aspects of His Divine Revelation. I am absolutely con- 
vinced that the neglect amongst us of true teaching 
upon the position of the Blessed Virgin in the economy 
of Redemption has weakened our witness to the central 
truth of the Incarnation, and has made possible amongst 
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us a revival of the Cerinthian heresy with regard to the 
Virgin-Conception and Virgin-Birth of our Lord. I 
have written mainly ad clerum, and for such of the faithful 
laity as have been led to believe that the opinions of the 
Fathers and the Councils of the Catholic Church have 
a claim upon their thoughtful consideration. 

I do not concern myself greatly with the adverse criti- 
cism of those who prefer their own uninformed private 
opinions to the judgment of the Catholic Church. It is 
well known that many persons, who would not rely 
upon the untrained and unskilled intuitions of their own 
individual judgment in dealing with medicine, surgery, or 
law, are yet ready enough to consider themselves experts 
in theology. That strange certitude of personal infalli- 
bility which causes a man to say of a doctrine, “ I do not 
believe it," or of a practice, “ I do not hold with it," and 
that therefore, “ cadit quastio ," is one of the most 
untoward results of the Protestant Reformation. 

I would venture to recall my brethren of the Clergy 
to the teaching of the Caroline Divines upon the subjects 
dealt with in the following pages. We need to teach as 
plainly as they did. They had suffered for their con- 
victions, and they taught, in consequence, with a robust 
earnestness and fearlessness which too many of us admire 
without imitating. We cannot win popular Protestantism 
by a policy of compromise or surrender. 

If all Catholics throughout the world could agree upon 
the relations of the Church Militant with the Blessed 
Virgin and the Saints, a great stumbling-block in the path- 
way of corporate reunion would be definitely removed. 
I desire to submit all that I have written to the judgment 
of the Catholic Church, and I pray that it may be per- 
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mitted, however humbly, to serve the cause of peace 
through the truth. 

I would crave the indulgence of my readers for the 
shortcomings of this volume, as a whole, and beg them 
to remember the difficulties inseparable from writing a 
work of this kind away from great libraries, and amidst 
the manifold interruptions and cares of a South African 
parish. 

A. Theodore Wirgman, D.D. (Cantab.). 

S. Mary's Rectory, 

Port Elizabeth. 

Festival of the Purification of our Lady , 1905. 
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. INTRODUCTION. 

Catholics in communion with the See of Canterbury 
The English ^ ave cause to thank Almighty God for the fact 
Church is in that the English Church has not been severed 
cord^th the from the rest of Christendom, by any positive 
Church upon statements in its formularies, with regard to 
dueto the ati °“ the Catholic and Primitive veneration and 
tfe“ reverence due to the Blessed Virgin Mary and 
Saints. the Saints in glory. It is of course true that 
the reaction against mediaeval abuses left a distinct mark 
upon the public worship and formularies of the Church of 
England. But omission is not prohibition, and the protest 
of Article XXII. against such superstitions and errors as 
were aptly described as “ doctrina Romanensium ” may 
fitly be paralleled with the decree of the Council of Trent, 
which orders that “ every superstition in connection with 
invoking the Saints be done away ” (omnis porro super - 
stitio in Sanctorum invocatione . . . tollatur. Cone . Trid . 
Sess. xxv.). 

In this matter the English Church presents a marked 
An opposite contrast to the Protestant sects which owe 
the plroiestwit origin, directly or indirectly, to Luther 
Reformation on and Calvin. The religious revolution which 
“ they inaugurated swept away the affection 
and honour due to the Mother , 1 and the Intimate Friends, 

1 Some of the German Reformers may be excepted who speak 
with reverence of the Blessed Virgin, but they are indeed “ rari 
navies in gurgite vasto . * * Protestant writers are also quoted when- 

A I 
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of Him Who is Very Man, by the sacred ties which bind 
Him to her, to them, and to us ; even as He is Very God, 
apart from those ties, which nevertheless He willed to 

/ French Calvin ma k e > * n accor( l ance with the Purpose of God 
' istOonfession " from all Eternity. The French Calvinist 
of 1559. Confession of Faith ( a . d . 1559) says - “We 
believe that all that men have imagined, with regard to 
the intercession of the dead Saints, is only an abuse and 

Second Helve- ^ ece ** Satan to lead men astray from pray- 
tic Confession ing aright.” The Second Helvetic Confession 
°f 1566. ( a . d . 1566) says : “ We neither venerate, nor 

revere, nor invoke the Saints, neither do we recognise 
Vthem as intercessors or mediators for us with the Father.” 
There was, at the time of the Reformation, a strong 
party who would have liked to push the Church of Eng- 
land into doctrinal agreement with these utterances of 
foreign Protestantism. But, by the Providence of God, 
their efforts failed absolutely, and Catholics in com- 
munion with Canterbury are free to believe and teach the 
Catholic doctrine of the “ Communion of Saints.” It is 
Abuses con- unhappily the fact that controversy has raged 
Council of the fiercel y u P on subject of the Blessed Virgin 

Trent and Art and the Saints in glory. The abuses con- 
demned by the Council of Trent and by our 
Article XXII. were real distortions and perversions of the 
Catholic Faith, to which the well-worn adage, “ corruptio 
optimi pessima,” may fitly be applied. The pendulum 
swung too far in the direction of Honour, Veneration, 
and Devotion, till it touched the error of Superstition. 
But its backward swing of reaction caused an equal error 
in the direction of Dishonour, Irreverence, and Neglect. 
A certain type of Ultra-Protestantism deluded itself 
into believing that our Lord was honoured by the dis- 



ever possible in the following pages, because exceptions to the 
general rule are helpful in ministering to concord, and convictions 
formed in spite of environment are generally strong. 
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honour done to His Blessed Mother, and by the neglect 
of the “ Communion of Saints.” 1 
This backward swing of the pendulum has uncon- 
Reaction and sc * ous ly affected English Catholics. Many of 
us accept fully the teaching of the Catholic 
Church in theory, without carrying it into 
practice. Many priests are half unconsciously cramped 
and fettered by the chilling influences of an un-Catholic 
tradition. They feel that the Catholic Revival in the 
English Church has to teach so many forgotten primary 
and fundamental doctrines of the Faith, that they prac- 
tically omit the secondary consequences of those doctrines 
from their public teaching. They forget to make room for 
Hd fulness of such legitimate and logical deductions from 
truths and the main truths of the Catholic Faith as are 

practices which 

are “ good and not absolutely de fide , or for such practices as 
not necessary are helpful, but not necessary to salvation, 
to salvation, Catholic Church does not debar us from 

entering upon the realm of reverent speculation upon 
matters upon which she has not made authoritative defini- 
tions, and the common instinct of Christendom can teach 
us many things which he outside the formal decrees of un- 
disputed General Councils. We may find much comfort 
and help in believing things and in practising devotions 
which the Church calls “ good and profitable ” (bonum et 
utile ) , and yet does not enjoin upon us as necessary to 
our salvation. 2 Doctrinal controversies, however keenly 






1 Apparently, however, Puritanism was capable of canonising 
and suggesting the invocation of a strange “ saint ” of its own in- 
vention. Mr Sterry, a Puritan preacher, said of Oliver Cromwell 
after his death, that, “ if he was of great use to the people of God 
when he was amongst us, now he will be much more so, being 
ascended to Heaven to sit at the right hand oj Jesus Christ , there to 
intercede for us, and to be mindful for us on all occasions ” (General 
^Ludlow’s Memoirs, quoted in Owen’s Dogmatic Theology, p. 471). 

Mohler, one of the most distinguished theologians of the 
Roman Church in the nineteenth century, says : “ It is to be 
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debated, cannot debar us from the lawful use of any 
Controversy devotional practice of the Universal Church, 
no bar to* If this were the case, we should be debarred 
©ro from the adoration of our Blessed Lord in 

the Holy Eucharist on account of the disputes that 
have arisen concerning His Presence “under the form 
of Bread and Wine/' 

When we remember that these words are taken from 
Differences of an authoritative statement of the Church of 
definition on England, 1 and that Article XXVIII. uses the 
charistdonot ancient Catholic phraseology when it states 
is5cA^?atiwi", that “ the Body of Christ is given ” (< Corpus 
praScafunity Christi datuf) in the Sacrament of the Altar, 
of belief an d also that the Catechism teaches our 
children that the Body and Blood of Christ are “ verily 
and indeed taken and received ” in that same Sacrament, 
— we recognise that, despite controversies, the same 
underlying truth is set forth by the Anglican formularies 
as is set forth in the Tridentine definition of the Western 
Church, and in the definition of the Eastern Church at 
the Council of Bethlehem. Philosophical differences of 
definition and expression may and do exist upon the 
subject of the Real Objective Presence of our Lord sub 



borne in mind that the doctrine of the Church does not declare 
that the Saints must, but only that they can be invoked ; since 
the Council of Trent says only that it is useful and salutary to 
invoke with confidence the intercession of the Saints. Of 
faith in the Divinity of Christ, and in His Mediatorial Office, 
or in His sanctifying grace, and the like, the Church by no 
means teaches that it is merely useful and salutary, but that 
it is absolutely necessary to salvation '* (Symbolism, par. lii. 
P- 355)- 

1 Dr. Pusey quotes these words in his University Sermon on the 
Holy Eucharist preached in 1853. They occur in the direction 
appended to the First Book of Homilies as to the subjects of future 
Homilies. Dr. Pusey quotes them as ' ' the words of the Church of 
England/* and none of his numerous critics were able to answer 
or confute his statement. 
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speciebus pants et vini (to use the Lateran definition 
practically adopted by the Church of England), but all 
Catholics are agreed upon the central underlying truth of 
the literal acceptance of our Lord's words ; “ This is My 
Body ” : “ This is My Blood." And if this real underlying 
unity exists amongst Catholics upon the Eucharistic 
Presence and Sacrifice (which last term has been far less 
obscured by controversy than the former), it will be found 
to exist in a still greater degree upon the matter which we 
are immediately considering. There is a practical agree- 
Practicai ment amongst all Catholics upon the rever- 
ence due to the Blessed Virgin and the Saints, 

Secattns' and our ^ nvoca ^ on °f prayers , which is at 

invocation of once natural and reasonable. The object of 
Virgin and the the following pages is to emphasise this 
Saint*. doctrinal concord in the interests of the re- 
union of Christendom. A controversialist could readily 
magnify differences of devotional practice and expression 
which occur in various portions of the Catholic Church. 
Diversities of There are > to begin with, differences of 
nati mentbe *et na ^ ona ^ tem P eramen ^* The Catholic Church 
diversities of is for all races ; and we cannot expect it to be 
practice exclusively Latin, exclusively Oriental, or ex- 
clusively Teutonic. Devotions which harmonise with the 
religious poetry of the Latin races, or the devout mysti- 
cism of the Orientals, cannot be ruthlessly measured with 
the prosaic footrule of the Teutonic mind. It was this 
tendency which caused Cardinal Newman to describe a 
part of Dr. Pusey's " Eirenicon ” as an olive branch dis- 
charged from a catapult ” It is of course perfectly true 
that Dr. Pusey exposed some very grave devotional 
exaggerations and errors with regard to the reverence due 
to the Blessed Virgin and the Saints. Of these it is 
necessary to say, first of all, that they are developments 
unauthorised by authority, and secondly, that all 
thoughtful Catholics would make Cardinal Newman's 
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words concerning them their own 1 : “ Sentiments such as 
Cardinal New- ^ iese ^ never knew of till I read your book, 
authorised’de- nor ’ 35 * do the vast majority of English 

votionai exag- Catholics kno w them. They seem to me like a 
aeration. ^ream. I could not have conceived them 

to be said. I know not to what authority to go for them ; 
to Scripture, or to the Fathers, or to the Decrees of 
Councils, or to the consent of schools, or to the tradition 
of the faithful, or to the Holy See, or to Reason. They 
defy all the loci theologici. . . . They do but scare and con- 
fuse me " (Newman's Letter to Pusey, p. 120). 

It is the fear of an exaggerated and unauthoritative 
The fear of cultus of the Blessed Virgin, such as seemed 
Cardinal New- “ a bad dream ” to a theologian so eminent as 
dream” leads the late Cardinal Newman, which has caused 
many leaders of the Catholic revival in the 
Anglican Communion to treat the honour due 
to the Blessed Virgin and the Saints, and the kindred 
subject of our invocation of their intercessions, with a 



e Anglicans 
to an undue 



1 On the Continent a Congress is held periodically of all the 
guilds and sodalities of the Blessed Virgin. It is called the “ In- 
ternational Marian Congress/’ and its object is to further and per- 
petuate the cultus of the Blessed Virgin. Such a body as this 
might be expected to encourage rather than restrain undue de- 
velopments of devotion. But the exact contrary is the case. At 
the fifth “ International Marian Congress,” which opened at 
Fribourg on August 18th, 1902, and which included ten Bishops 
amongst its members, the following solemn declaration was un- 
animously adopted : “ This assembly of sodalists in Fribourg lifts 
its voice aloud in order to protest solemnly against the calumny, 
three centuries old, that Catholics make the August Mother of God 
an object of adoration. The assembly, in the name of truth and 
justice, demands that this lie and calumny, systematically spread 
by official teachers and masters of religious communities separated 
from us, should at length cease. It calls attention to the irrefut- 
able truth that the Catholic Church knows of no other adoration 
but that of the Triune God, and of Jesus Christ our Lord ; and 
that all love and confidence in the Blessed Virgin Mary is strictly 
limited to such love and veneration as, according to the words of 
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reserve so cold and cautious. 1 There appears to be a 
desire to dress up Catholic and primitive teaching in a 
special Anglican garb, and to sacrifice Catholic unity to an 
unnecessary assertion of a separate insular standpoint, 
which may be pardoned as the historical outcome of the 
Tudor Reformation, but which cannot be erected into a 
touchstone of loyalty for Catholics in communion with the 
See of Canterbury. The fear of unauthorised and exag- 
gerated devotions such as Cardinal Newman deprecated 
ought not to drive us into an insular way of regarding 
what the whole Catholic Church has taught, and still 
teaches, with regard to the Blessed Virgin and the Saints. 
We need a wider outlook, and a desire to explain and 
understand differing statements with a view to Catholic 
unity and reconciliation. It is our duty humbly to re- 
member how much of Catholic truth we and our fathers 
have forgotten since the days of the Laudian revival, with 
all its limitations. 

We should also remember that the Tudor Reformation 
No finality in cannot claim finality as its note, even in the 
theTndor Sof f° rm in which we have received it from the 
Reformation. Caroline Divines of 1662. The appeal of the 
Anglican Reformers to a future General Council renders 
their action provisional, save with regard to the Creeds 
and (Ecumenical Councils, from which they could not for- 
the Archangel Gabriel, the eulogy of S. Elisabeth, and the require- 
ments of reason itself, is owing to a creature who was elevated to 
the position of Mother of Jesus Christ, and to whom even an 
Apostle was committed from the Cross as a child to its mother.” 

1 In this matter the Caroline Divines set us a good example. 
Most of them were tinged with a strong bias against the Papal 
claims. But yet Bishop Andrewes, Bishop Hall, Bishop Jeremy 
Taylor, Archbishop Laud, Archbishop Bramhall, and that learned 
Cambridge Divine, Dr Frank, with others that might be men- 
tioned, honoured the Blessed Virgin and the Saints, in their pub- 
lished sermons and other works, with an outspoken veneration 
which is hardly ever taught publicly or practised in these days, 
even amongst those who call themselves Catholics. 



Digitized by CjOOQle 




8 



TLbc JSlesseb tittrgin 

mally dissent without ceasing to belong to the Catholic 
Church. The Archbishop of York (Dr. Maclagan) openly 
n recognised this obvious fact .when he said : 

ttuiack of The temptation of our peculiar position is to 

Archbishop self-complacency, and to a tacit assumption 
Maclagan. ^hat we have attained to a final settlement of 
belief and worship on the basis of the Thirty-nine Articles 
and the Acts of Uniformity. The time may be approach- 
ing when we shall do wisely to review our position in 
matters of secondary importance, and to do this in no 
spirit of faithlessness or fear, but with the earnest desire 
to rise to the highest level of Christian thought and 
Christian life in our day.” Speaking of the Reformation 
his Grace proceeds : " But after all, it was initiated and 
carried on by fallible men ; and in the storm and stress 
of the sixteenth century they may sometimes have mis- 
taken their course, and, perhaps, cast out too hastily some 
of the precious lading of the ship ” (Sermon at Norwich 
jphurch Congress , 1895). 

' An English Archbishop has to measure his words very 
carefully on such an occasion as a Church Congress ser- 
mon. He may be attacked for his utterances by some 
Protestant peer, and have to answer for himself in the 
House of Lords, besides running the gauntlet of the 
usual type of Protestant controversial correspondence in 
the public press. Catholics may be thankful for the plain 
words of Archbishop Maclagan, which express the 
Anglican position with an open candour which at all 
events redeemed his utterance from the oft-quoted 
reproach, “ Episcopi Anglicani semper pavidi.” 

We need to “ review our position ” (to use the Arch- 
a review of bishop's phrase) with regard to the Blessed 
position 110 ^ Virgin and the Saints, “ with the earnest 
necessary. desire to rise to the highest level of Christian 
thought,” and we must also feel that the omission of 
Catholic and Primitive devotions to the Blessed Virgin 
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and the Saints from our Public Worship is a sign 
reaction which plainly shows that the Reformers 
mistaken their course, and cast out too hastily some < 
precious lading of the ship.” For the present we must 
accept this loss as a penalty for the sins of our forefathers, 
and rest upon the fact that our private devotions are not 
touched by this omission any more than it can touch our 
right to believe and teach what the Catholic Church has 
always believed and taught. The lack of finality in the 
doctrinal side of the Tudor Reformation was clearly ex- 
pressed by the Archbishop of York in his allusion to the 
Articles, which, it must be remembered, concern the 
Clergy only, and do not bind the Laity. He was fortified 
Attitude of * n k* s remarks by the very significant words of 
fe?eSc?of^888 Pastoral Letter set forth by the 145 Arch- 
to the Thirty- bishops. Metropolitans, and Bishops of the 
nine Articles. Lambeth Conference of 1888. A Committee 

( of the Conference had reported that "the omission of a 
few clauses of the Articles would render the whole body 
free from any imputation of injustice or harshness to- 
wards those who differ from us. At the same time we 
feel that the Articles are not all of equal value, that they 
\ are not, and do not profess to be, a complete statement 
\ of Christian doctrine, and that from the temporary and 
\ local circumstances under which they were composed they 
\do not always meet the circumstances of Churches 
founded under wholly different circumstances.” 

The Anglican Church in Japan had become organised 
under its own General Synod of Bishops, Clergy, and 
Laity, as the Colonial Churches are organised. It desired 
to repudiate certain of the controversial Articles of the 
Church of England, but at the same time wished to re- 
main in communion with the See of Canterbury. Thus 
the question arose which forced the Lambeth Fathers in 
18 88 to face the question of the Thirty-nine Articles. 
The Pastoral Letter decided it as follows : “ Quippe 
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Encyclical of 
1888 on the 
Articles. 



libertas quodammodo ecclesiis per gentes paganas succre- 
The Lambeth scentibus concedenda est : neque enim cequum 
foret Triginta-novem Articulos integros his 
imponi pro condicione nobiscum communi- 
candi utpote et verbis* et forma rerum temporumque 
indole et colore circa originem primam affectos.” The 
English form of the Letter is not so graphic as the Latin. 

It is as follows : “ A certain liberty of treatment must be 
extended to native and growing Churches, on which it 
would be unreasonable to impose, as conditions of com- 
munion, the whole of the Thirty-nine Articles, coloured as 

\ they are in language and form by the peculiar circum- 
stances under which they were originally drawn up." 

It follows from this authoritative statement that a Pro- 
its decision vince of the Church, outside England itself, can 

can* be^com^ 6 be in lawful communion with the See of Canter- 
Canterbnry 1 bury without accepting the whole of the Thirty- 1 
i£^the£hl$ tm ™ ne Articles. A great barrier to the ultimate j 
of the Articles, reunion of Christendom is thus swept away. J 
The Thirty-nine Articles, " coloured as they are in 
PossibUit of bmgirage an ^ ^ orm by the peculiar circum- 
Artfciesbya® stances under which they were originally 
future Lambeth drawn up,” can very well be altered and modi- 
o erence. now that those “ peculiar circumstances ” 

(namely, the condition of religion in England under the 
Tudors) has passed away for ever. Of course there are 
grave difficulties in the way of alteration. It is obvious 
that the authority that originally imposed them could not 
revise them mero motu . The Convocations of Canterbury 
and York only represent the two ecclesiastical Provinces 
of the Church of England, and have no authority to legis- 
late for the whole Anglican Communion. The only possible 
way for an authoritative revision would seem to be : — 

(i) A revision undertaken by the Archbishops, Metro- 
politans, and Bishops of the whole Anglican Communion 
in Council at Lambeth. 
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(ii) The subsequent acceptance of this revision by the 
Convocations of Canterbury and York, and by the 
General and Provincial Synods of the Churches in com- 
munion with Canterbury. 

It is noteworthy, in this connection, that the Convoca- 
tion of York did not formally accept the Thirty-nine 
Articles till 1605, whereas the Convocation of Canterbury 
accepted them as the Thirty-eight Articles of 1563, and 
finally revised them as the Thirty-nine Articles of 1571. 
It was considered apparently that the signatures of the 
Archbishop of York and the Bishops of Durham and 
Chester in 1563 carried with them the virtual consent of 
the Convocation of York. This was an obvious violation 
of ecclesiastical law, and the formal action of the Convoca- 
tion of York in 1605 was needed to set the matter right. 
It is mentioned here as forming a precedent for a future 
acceptance of a revision of the Articles, Province by Pro- 
The Catholic vince. But, until such revision can take 
of^the Articles place, we must deal with the Articles as they 
withtheCanon stan( i at present. They must be interpreted 
of 1571. in accordance with the Catholic Faith which S. 
Gregory the Great taught, and sent S. Augustine to teach 
k to our Pagan Saxon ancestors. Any other interpretation 
of the Articles would imply a breach of historic continuity 
in the “ Ecclesia Anglicana,” as Magna Charta terms it. 
The very Canon of the Convocation of 1571, which 
ordered the Clergy to subscribe to the Articles, requires 
all preachers to “ see that they never teach aught in a 
sermon, to be religiously held and believed by the people, 
except what is agreeable (consentaneum) to the doctrine of 
the Old and New Testaments, and what the Catholic 
Fathers and ancient Bishops have o^eetedfrom the same 
doctrine. ,, 1 This carries wjthlt the. wjbole®?thdIlc posi- 

1 The Canon “ De Conci<raaetpribus ’ ' ? npriim& victe- 
bunt Concionatores nequid pnquam docearit pro Condone quod & 
populo religiose teneri et cipdi velintM&i qtfod tfonSdiftaneum sit 
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tion, and is evidence enough of the mind of the framers of 
the Articles, however much their language and form were 
coloured by the sordid details of the Tudor Reformation, 
Sancta Clara which formed " the peculiar circumstances 
on the Articles. un( j er which they were drawn up.” 1 Sancta 
Clara therefore had every right to harmonise the Articles 
with the Faith as held by the Western Church. His 
famous Treatise was dedicated to King Charles I., and 
published in 1634. He was an English Franciscan,* and 
some of the English Roman Catholics attempted to pro- 
cure the condemnation of his Treatise by the Holy See. 
But the effort failed, and the first attempt from the 
Roman side to interpret the Articles in a manner favour- 
able to the reunion of Christendom remained without 
censure. This Catholic interpretation of the Articles was 
Newman’* practically adopted in Newman’s Tract XC., 
Tract xc. and, twenty years afterwards, formed the 
basis of the full and accurate theological treatment of the 
Bp. a. Forbe* Articles by Bishop Forbes, of Brechin. It is 
ado5the ibson recognised, on account of its historical and 
preutlon^fthe scientific accuracy, as the true basis of inter- 
Articies. pretation of several crucial points, in Dr. 
Gibson’s recent work on the Articles, and in other 
, modem treatises of lesser bulk dealing with the same 
I subject. 

It may be thought that this somewhat long digression, 
dealing with the judgment of the Lambeth Conference on 



doctrinae Veteris et Novi Testamenti, quodque ex ilia ipsa doctrina 
Catholici Patres et veter es Episcopi collegerint .** 

1 A luminous exposition of those " peculiar circumstances *’ 
alluded to by the Lambeth Fathers of 1888 is to be found in 
Professor Maitland’s contribution to the volume on the Reforma- 
tion in the Cambridge Modern History. 

1 He was on friendly terms with Laud and Jeremy Taylor, and 
was one of the Chaplains of Queen Henrietta Maria. After the 
Restoration he became Chaplain to Queen Catharine of Braganza, 
and Provincial of the Franciscan Order in England. 
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the true position of the Articles, and with their legitimate 
Catholic interpretation, is nihil ad rem . But we must 
The current face facts. It is idle to deny that an errone- 
SSwo^Se °us and forced Protestant interpretation of 
to^io^j 8110 the Articles has been current for about three 
basis - hundred years, side by side with the Catholic 
interpretation. There are persons still to be found in 
the Church of England who maintain that the “ doctrina 
Romanensium ” of Article XXII. means the decrees of 
the Council of Trent, and that any Invocation of Saints 
is thus forbidden by that Article. They also maintain 
that Article XXXV. on “ The Homilies ” fastens upon 
the Church of England the doctrine of the Homily on 
Prayer, which forbids alike the Invocation of Saints and 
Prayer for the Dead. It is for this reason that some 
words on the true position and Catholic interpretation 
of the Articles are necessary, in order that their Pro- 
testant interpretation, so far as it concerns the Invoca- 
tion of Saints, may be disposed of at once, without 
interrupting the sequence of teaching in the subsequent 
chapters. 

It is impossible to refer the words “ doctrina Romanen- 
The“ doctrina sium ” in Article XXII. to the authoritative 
S^^ofArt teaching of the Roman Church, as expressed 
refer^toT??denh i n tite Decrees of the Council of Trent. “ But 
S*Dr. < Pu^ ? s w ^ e an Y opinion, held in the Ancient Un- 
opinioo. divided Church, or by the Greek Church, can- 
not, on the ground of the language itself, be intended by 
the Article which speaks of the Romish doctrine, neither 
is there any ground to assume that the Article was 
directed against the canons of the Council of Trent. The 
Twenty-second Article was not drawn up with reference 
to the Council of Trent, having been framed before it ” 
(Pusey, Eirenicon , i. p. 208). This Article was first 
drafted in 1553, when Protestant opinions were in the 
ascendant. 
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The words “ doctrina scholasticorum ” appeared in- 
Originai Pro- stead of “ doctrina Romanensium,” and it 
included in its original draft, as signed by the 
altered in 1563. s ix Royal Chaplains, a condemnation of the 
scholastic doctrine of Prayers for the Dead, which was 
struck out before its publication. If the Church of 
England had officially condemned the doctrine of “ the 
Schoolmen ” on the Invocation -of Saints and Prayers for 
the Dead, it would have severed itself from the doctrine 
of the Catholic Church, anterior to the division of East 
and West. But the Protestant triumph under Edward 
VI. was but temporary. The Forty-two Articles of 1553 
were carefully revised in 1563, and reduced in number 
to thirty-eight. Another Article was added in the final 
significance of revision of 1571. A most vital and significant 
the change, change was made in Article XXII. The 
words “ doctrina Romanensium ” were substituted for 
“ doctrina scholasticorum, and thus a condemnation of 
mediaeval superstitions and abuses was substituted for a 
condemnation of the Catholic theology of S. Thomas 
Aquinas and other scholastic Divines, which formed the 

£ w . subsequent basis of the Decrees of Trent. 

j> Meaning of A , .. _ ,, , , , . - . 

“Roman- The word Romanenses had at this date a 

©uses, definite technical meaning. It had been used 

as far back as 1520 by Luther and Ulrich von Hutten as 
a controversial term to designate an extreme mediaeval 
Protestant P arty, whose extravagances and superstitions 

Articles 11 to were j us ^Y restrained by the Council of Trent. 
Lambeth 11 The Puritans of Elizabeth's reign objected 
Articles, which not only to the Catholic interpretation of the 
ated^th^r^ Thirty-nine Articles, but also to the anti- 
fonn ofThkty- Calvinistic bias of the Articles themselves. 
^frish 10168 The Nine Lambeth Articles were the outcome 
Church. 0 f this Protestant revolt, and, though they 
were never imposed upon the Church of England, they 
were incorporated with a Protestantised form of the 
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Thirty-nine Articles, which was drawn up in 1615 by the 
Convocation of the Church of Ireland, and officially 
imposed on that Church. The Protestant authors of the 
Change from Articl es knew very well that the con- 

“doctrina demnation of the “ Romanenses ” in the 

Rom&nen- 

sium” (Romish English Article would not serve their purpose. 
“ doctrme of Accordingly they substituted for it the words 
Ro«n?“^iSsh “ the doctrine of the Church of Rome,” which 
Articles. Q f CO urse expressed a definite condemnation 
of the official doctrine of the Church of Rome, as expressed 
in the Tridentine Decrees. Happily for the Irish Church, 
its signifi- these Protestantised Articles were superseded 
cance * in 1634 by the Thirty-nine Articles of the 
Church of England, by the influence of Bramhall, after- 
wards Archbishop of Armagh. 

The meaning of “ doctrina Romanensium ” is thus 
placed beyond controversy. 1 It is of interest to note the 
Sancta ciara on °pini° n of a learned Roman Catholic theo- 
Articie xxu. logian. Sancta Clara says: “It must be 
observed that, by the terms of this Article, it is not the 
Invocation of Saints absolutely , or in itself, that is con- 
demned, but ‘ the Romish doctrine/ ” After giving 
some instances of corrupt teaching he proceeds : “ These 
wicked calumnies and fables of wicked men, under the 

1 It is impossible to hold otherwise when we take Latimer’s 
words into consideration. He says : “ Take ‘ Saints * for inhabit- 
ants of Heaven, and * worshipping them,' for praying to them, I 
never denied but that they might be worshipped and be our medi- 
ators, though not by way of redemption (for so Christ alone is a 
whole Mediator both for them and for us) yet by way 0} interces- 
sion, ” (quorted in Foxe, Acts and Monuments). We have also the 
similar opinion of Bishop W. Forbes (Considerationes Modestce, 
vol. ii. p. 313) and also Thorndike’s view (Works, vol. iv. part ii. 
p. 766), representing respectively the early and the closing period 
of the Caroline Divines. If these writers had held the current 
Protestant interpretation of “ doctima Romanensium ” as forbid- 
ding all Invocation of Saints in theAnglican Church, they would 
not have written as they did. ^ 
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name of ‘ Romish doctrine / they reject as absurd ; we 
detest them as supremely injurious to the Spouse of God ” 
(Sancta Clara On Thirty-nine Articles , p. 40). 

Bishop Forbes says : “ People seemed to forget that 
^ ^ besides the * Romish doctrine ' on these sub- 

Fort^a on jects there was a Catholic doctrine also ; and 
Article xxii. t kat as formerly there had been danger from 
excess, there now was danger in defect in the way of 
suppressing important truths of the Gospel.” He also 
says : “ The Article cannot be strained into a condemna- 
tion of that which did not exist at the time (i.e. the 
Tridentine Decree), and we must come to the conviction 
that it was not the formulised doctrine , but a current and 
corrupt practice in the Latin or Western Church which is 
here dedared to be vainly invented ” (inaniter conficta) 
(Forbes On Articles , pp. 303-306). 

Dr. Gibson says of Article XXII. : “ With regard to 
Dr. Gibson on the doctrines here condemned, it is im- 
Articie xxii. portant to bear in mind that when the 
Artide was originally drawn up, and even when it was 
revised and republished in 1563, none of them had 
• been considered by the Council of Trent. The Article 
\ cannot then have been deliberately aimed at the 
| formal decrees of that Council” 1 (Gibson On Articles , 

V 538). 

(ii) We have now to deal briefly with Article XXXV., 
Authority of which deals with the Homilies. It is enough 
Article jCxxv. to gay that the Church of England is not 
Homilies. bound by their doctrinal statements, and it is 
interesting to note that some of those statements are very 



1 The late Dr. Hort was not biassed in favour of the Catholic 
interpretation of the Articles ; yet he was constrained to admit 
that Article XXII. did not condemn Purgatory as such, but a 
doctrina Romanensium concerning it, by which he meant the ex- 
treme mediaeval view such as Sir Thomas More and others put 
forth (see Life and Letters of F. A. J . Hort, D.D., vol. ii. p. 336). 
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displeasing to Protestants. 1 The Homilies speak of 
Marriage and Holy Order as “ Sacraments," 
are not doctri- and speak of the imposition of hands as the 
nai standards, ” G f Absolution. The condemna- 

tion of the Invocation of Saints and of Prayers for the 
Dead are of course a redressing of the balance. But 
Bishop Moun- Bishop Mountagu said the plain truth about 
ta * u# the Homilies in 1625 in his Appetto Ccesarem : 

“ I willingly admit the Homilies as containing certain 
godly and wholesome exhortations ; but not as the 
public dogmatical resolutions of the Church of England.” 

The seventeenth-century Expositions of the Articles by 
Decision of the Bishop Burnet and Bishop Beveridge take 
Sf S?aye^fw es practically the same view, which was con- 
thedead. firmed by Sir H. J. Fust, Dean of Arches, in 
the famous case “ Breeks v. Woolfrey,” when the Homily 
" on Prayer ” was cited as an authority against the lawful- 
ness of prayer for the dead. The Dean of Arches said that 
"it is not necessarily to be inferred that the Church of 
England adopted every part, of the doctrines of the 
Homilies,” and gave judgment in favour of the lawfulness 
of prayers for the dead in the Church of England, which 
was the only possible view to take of the facts and circum- 
stances bearing upon it. 

We have now finally disposed of any arguments against 
the Invocation of Saints to be derived from the authority 
(quantum valeat) of the Articles of the Church of England, 
and we may close this portion of the subject by stating 
that the earlier teaching of the Anglican Reformers upon 
the Invocation of Saints is in practical harmony with 

1 Dr. Pusey's statement concerning the words “ under the form 
of Bread and Wine/’ as being the words “ of the Church of Eng- 
land/* is not affected by the unauthoritative character of the 
Homilies. These words are authoritative, as being the formal ex- 
pression of the Church upon the subject-matter of a future Homily 
to deal with the Holy Eucharist as defined by them. 

B 
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Article XXII., and, further, that it has never been super- 
seded or repealed by later formularies. It seems dear 
_ _ , that the Reformers meant by their use of 

^invocation.” wor< * “ I nvocat i° n ” in Artide XXII., as 

ovoca on. we jj ^ * n ear ii er formularies, a form of the 

“ doctrina Romanensium ” whereby the Saints were 
directly asked for gifts which God alone can give, an abuse 
Catechism of * or kidden by the Catechism of the Council of 
Trentand Trent. 1 Cardinal BeUarmine takes the same 
Beiiarmine on view : “ It is not lawful,” he says, “ to seek 
thu point. f rom the Saints that theyj as authors of Divine 

benefits, would grant glory or grace, or other means to 
beatitude.” 2 

The earlier Anglican formularies are quite explicit upon 
Doctrine of this point, whilst at the same time they 
canfoimu^ 11 ” clearly express the Catholic doctrine of the 
iarfes. Invocation of Saints. The “Ten Articles ” 
of 1536 were drawn up and sanctioned by Convocation. 
The Ten Arti- They were issued with the signatures of the 
des of 1536. Archbishops of Canterbury and York, sixteen 
other Bishops, and fifty members of the Lower House. 

Article VIII. says : " As touching Praying to Saints, 
We will that all Bishops and Preachers shall instruct and 
teach our people committed by us unto their spiritual 
charge, that albeit grace, remission of sin and Salvation, 
cannot be obtained but of God only by the mediation of 
our Saviour Christ, Which is only sufficient Mediator for 
our sins ; yet it is very laudable to pray to Saints in 
Heaven everlastingly living, whose charity is ever per- 



1 Non enim eodem modo Deum et sanctos imploramus. Nam 
precaxnur Deum ut ipse vel bona det vel liberet a malis, a sanctis 
autem, quia gratiosi sunt apud Deum petimus ut nostri patroci- 
nium suscipiant, ut nobis a Deo impetrent ea quorum indigemus 
(Cat. Cone . Trid. vi. 3-4). 

1 Non licet a sanctis petere ut nobis tanquam auctores divinorum 
beneficiorum gloriam, vel gratiam, aliaque ad beatitudinem media 
concedant (De Sanct. Beat. i. 17). 
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manent, to be intercessors and to pray for us unto 
Almighty God after this manner : All Holy Angels and 
Saints in Heaven pray for us, and with us unto the Father, 
that for His dear Son Jesus Christ’s sake, we may have 
grace of Him, and remission of our sins . . . And in this 
manner we may pray to our Blessed Lady, to S. John 
Baptist, to all and every of the Apostles, or any other saint 
particularly as our devotion doth serve us, so that it be 
done without any vain superstition, as to think that any 
saint is more merciful, or will hear us sooner than Christ, 
or that any saint doth serve for one thing more than 
another as patron of the same.” 

In 1540 a Commission consisting of the Archbishops of 
Canterbury and York, six Bishops, and twelve Doctors 
was appointed to draw up a doctrinal statement. In 1543 
it was published, with the approval of Convocation, under 
The ** Neces- the title °* “ the Necessary Doctrine and 
sary Doctrine." Erudition for any Christian man.” In com- 
menting upon the Third Commandment, it ordered the 
Bishops and Preachers to teach the people ” that (foras- 
much as the gifts of health of body, health of soul, forgive- 
ness of sins, the gift of grace, or life everlasting, and such 
other, be the gifts of God, and cannot be given but by God) 
whosoever maketh invocation to saints for these gifts, 
praying to them for any of the said gifts, or such like 
(which cannot be given but by God only) yieldeth the 
glory of God to His creature, contrary to this command- 
ment. Nevertheless to pray to Saints to be intercessors 
with us and for us to our Lord for our suits which we make 
to Him, and for such things as we can obtain of none but 
Him, so that we esteem not, or worship not them as givers 
of those gifts, but as intercessors for the same, is lawful 
and allowed by the Catholic Church .” 

In 1544 Archbishop Cranmer revised the old Litanies, 
The revised an <i reduced the Invocations in the first 
Litany of 1544. English Litany to the following : — 
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“ Saint Mary, Mother of God our Saviour Jesus Christ, 
pray for us/' 

“ All Holy Angels and Archangels, and all holy orders of 
blessed spirits, pray for us/' 

“ All Holy Patriarchs and Prophets, Apostles, Martyrs, 
Confessors and Virgins, and all the blessed Company of 
Heaven, pray for us.” 

The subsequent omission of these invocations from the 
Public Worship of the Church of England proves nothing 
against the doctrines taught in the formularies of 1536 and 
1543, which have never been withdrawn or superseded. 1 
The parallel omission of the Form for the Anointing of the 
Omission of Sick has not hindered a certain number of the 
8ons C nop?!£" Anglican Bishops from using their ius liturgi- 
their private cum to restore to their Dioceses the Sacrament 
**«• of Unction. Nor would the loss of invocations 

in the Public Services deter an Anglican Bishop from put- 
ting forth private Offices containing them for the use of 
Guilds and Confraternities in his Diocese, if he deemed it 
expedient. 

We now proceed to prove that the Anglican teaching, as 
Harmony of ex P resse( ^ i n the “ Necessary Doctrine ,” is in 
Anglican doc- harmony with the teaching of Eastern and 
teaching of e Western Christendom. 

East and West. jk e (j ecree G f the Council of Trent on the 
Invocation of Saints is in practical accordance with the 
The decree of Anglican formularies of 1536 and 1543. It 
Trent declares that, “ The Saints reigning together 
with Christ offer their prayers to God on behalf of men, 

1 Palmer on the Church is a well-known, if somewhat old- 
fashioned, defence of the Anglican position. He maintains that 
the Thirty-nine Articles of 1 562 were in general accord with the 
* Necessary Doctrine ,” etc., set forth in 1543 (vol. i. pp. 523-525). 
If there are any controversialists bold enough to suggest that the 
doctrinal Formularies of the reign of Henry VIII. have been 
withdrawn, let them point to some official action of the Church of 
England to that effect. They will seek for it in vain. 



Digitized by CjOOQle 




21 



a n& alt tbe Comparts of Deavett. 

and it is good and profitable to invoke them as suppliants, 
and to take refuge in their prayers, support, and help, on 
account of the benefits to be obtained from God through 
His Son Jesus Christ our Lord, Who is our Only Redeemer 
and Saviour/' 1 

Decree VIII. of the Synod of Jerusalem (commonly 

The Council of ca ^ e( ^ Council of Bethlehem), a.d. 1672 , 
Bethlehem, represents the faith of the Eastern Church. It 
jlix 1672. j s as f 0 u ows • “ \y e believe our Lord Jesus 
Christ to be the only Mediatory and that, in giving Himself 
a ransom for all, He hath, through His own Blood, made 
a reconciliation between God and Man, and that Himself 
having a care for His own, is Advocate and propitiation for 
our sins. Nevertheless, in prayers and supplications unto 
Him, we say that the Saints are Intercessors, and above 
all the Immaculate Mother of Him Who is God the 
Word ; the Holy Angels too — whom we know to be set 
over us — the Apostles, Prophets, Martyrs, and all the 
Saints whom He hath glorified as having served Him 
faithfully/' 2 

The Russian Bishop Macarius teaches the same doctrine 
as Cardinal Bellarmine and the Anglican Reformers, when 
he says : “ In venerating the Saints as the faithful servants 

1 Docentes eos, sanctos una cum Christo regnantes, orationes 
suas pro hominibus Deo offeree : bonum atque utile esse suppliciter 
eo invocare, et ob beneficia impetranda a Deo per Filium Eius 
Iesum Christum Dominum nostrum. Qui solus noster Redemp- 
tor et Salvator est, ad eorum orationes, opem, auxiliumque con- 
fugere " (Cone. Trid. Sess. xxv. De invocatione, etc.). 

1 II«rrei5oftcv rbv Ki spiov ijfuov ’ It) crovv Xpurrbv jiSvov fxecrlryjv yeyovbcu, 
teal 56vra iavrbv Xfrrpov irepl tc&vtwv, t^v tearaXXayijv did rod Idlov 
aXpuxros ttctoltjk^vou dvdpecrov Oeov teal dvdpwTTiov, teal avrbv te^dopevov 
rCw Id lew etvai irapdtcXriTov teal IXacr/obv irepl tQv dpaprlew Tjpubv. 
’Bv rats irpbs a brbv pbvroL 4vtc bi-eeri teal alrtfcrecnv elvai irpeafte bras 
robs ayLovs <pap£v, teal irpb irdvriav t^v Travdxpavrov M rjrbpa afrrov rod 
OeoG Abyov, robs re dylovs 'AyyfXovs, ofc teal irpoerraodvras J)/aew otSapev, 
’AjroerrbXetvs, Tpoepifras, fidprvpa s, berlovs teal vdvr as ofls ’E Kewot £56£a<rep 
ws Turrets abrov depdvovras. 
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of God, as His just ones, and His special friends, the Holy 
Teaching of Church invokes them in her prayers, not as 
Bishop s gods capable of giving us any assistance by their 

A ns# own power , but as intercessors with God the 
Only Author and Dispenser of every gift and of all grace 
for all creatures (Bishop Macarius, Theologie Dogmaiique 
Orthodoxe t tom. ii. pp. 660 et seqq .). 

We have now seen that Rome, Constantinople, and 
Agreement of Canterbury are in agreement upon the general 
Santhiopie” principles of our relation to the Blessed Virgin 

St^craciSf t5i e Saints. So we may say that all 
points. Catholics are agreed : — 

(i) That the reverence due to the Blessed Virgin 
and the Saints is parted from the worship we owe to 
Almighty God by the impassable gulf which separates 
the honour due to the creature from the honour due to 
the Creator. 

(ii) That the Blessed Virgin and the Saints intercede for 
us, and that for us to invoke their prayers “ is not deroga- 
tory to the Honour of the Only Mediator between God and 
Man, Christ Jesus " (Cone. Trid. Sess. xxv.). 

(iii) That we look not to them as the source of God’s 
gifts, or " as capable of giving us assistance by their own 
power," but as " intercessors for the same " (Necessary 
Doctrine , etc., 1543). 

The root-fact of the Incarnation is the sole basis of all 
The incarna- our prayers for the intercessions of the Blessed 
bSs of o?r e Virgin Mary and the Saints. By it we become 
invocations, citizens of the Household of God. As branches 
of the True Vine we are linked in fellowship with Angels 
and Archangels, and with the Blessed Virgin and the 
Saints in glory. 

The Angels " rejoice over one sinner thai repenteth” and 
the Saints share in their joy, as they see the victories of 
the Church Militant reflected in the mirror of the Vision of 
God. In the “ Communion of Saints," >'we are knit together. 
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